infection, and I propose to consider how far that reputation is or is not deserved, and at the same time to remove some misapprehensions which apparently exist as to the nature and causes of this not infrequent occurrence. By cross infection is usually understood the contraction by the patient of some infection, other than that for which he was originally admitted. And it is always presumed that the second infection is derived, directly or indirectly, from patients who are being treated for that infection in some other part of the hospital.
Last year the City Hospital suffered rather more than usual as regards cross infection. I have tabulated the number of patients treated for each disease, and the number who contracted a second infection, noting the given, and not to those which seem to be commonly supposed to be responsible for such outbreaks. And therefore it is clear that we will continue to have trouble of this sort, even after we occupy the new hospital which is in course of construction. The number of outbreaks will remain proportionately the same, but, owing to the fact that each individual ward can be completely isolated, the number of patients exposed in each case will be very considerably less. I hope, therefore, that there will be some diminution in the number of persons affected, but it is as well to recognise that no fever hospital, however modern, however perfectly administered, can expect immunity from these distressing accidents.
